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WA ESERIOVREEED) - BESRRR  ET R ERRISER > BT
AEUEZEREBABRINOEEEZE - &SRS LN SR e o ERE - 5
FHEHEER SR - BIFBEAORBALL Y EENEERL > EhES ARRET S
52 LB RIS FE B E S & (Cowden et al., 2016; Kovalchik, 2016; O’Donoghue, 2002; 7§
RE - BESE  RIEE - EER,2022) - K - MBS R ERBEEFHESMECGET
HERE R oK » WL G BB SR HE > TTEAB ARIR - Wi E(cth BB A
BT RENE - HRN AR ERZEFEEHRL - HE NS HEEENER R ER
AT R ST o3 A+ A LL o3 A 45 SR AT B B8 A AL A L 2 e SR o AR SE G BREE
TE e Y 2 R~ ) B R B RO R bh g W RS R R IR 8 - R R E TR
B AR TSRl - B EFRALLEMER > by s A& 2 BRET
BEEZOHEAEEEERI AMZBEEN ST AL BRESBEERENEERZE
BENRARENE— 0F  BERSEEHUREERERKMEA AT E&EYE
AR N T8 £ (generative artificial intelligence, GenAl) + KZEZ A (large language
model, LLM) H7 325 i FI 3 25 SH IR 95 AR50 B ol DLE R R B2 07 74 2 45 & 18 Bl <8 d
H - RS2 EREHEKEEHER > BHERFYERECER » € &EBERN PR
FELBERHNEREBFANREZ > WEMALLER A - LbEREE 5 M@ N £ HE
(Sampaio et al., 2024) « #5852 H J7 A BB A I A B S SRS S R R
BTN RZ L BRI o 2800 » 45 B4 DI 88 22 5 8 7 THONES SR Ak BT EE A
HoHRBANEFAGN S  SEAAQEEEERERINKNE - WILEB#REE
AR R R U VA R BE B S N o3 M7 4% » SHAP (Shapley Additive Explainations) fy— 7 fi#
BE LR EEBMITTE (Lundberg & Lee, 2017) > HWFFEABME © 1RIE SHAP 45RAE
AR e R K B K SR B R TH N 1% 2 S T BH SR R 2R 0 R ORI A5 SR A R
B8 S Ry ol R SR I = B T B P 1 B B IR 22 B ] A A U

BRAOEMEKEEBEPBNHEERE  EEESRENEERBE YN BFEEY
MRS A LAY - LERETR S A E - HER S B AR R 2 B 0% - 5 G WY BB AR
7 WE B EEE RS g B E R o B g B T 2 B & HY H )
JE S5F 5 gl > 511400 v 5 P B R T B 2 OEE T B M B IR R o B P RORE Rl Ak
HNEEHEIZ - O EEE - BFAESSRIERE GHB RS A E R E - fla:
OEIIR ~ BFEE OB ARHES S BURH RN g ET RS EHE
A HEF O EE RS HENE - Eife 28R ENEERIE - i fEEhEE
AR P T B A 5 BB SR ST RIS EEREER g2 E A E S
SRR ER o JE U PR 2R B 0B T 4 B L 2R OR 7 e SR AE B+ 2R T o B R R R AR Y 0 1 R
jj °
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LFBEERNILBHZARREGTANNBTHEK - HERBEFEF > LTFEF
M IRRE T BRI > HESEANEHZNEZCEETLWE X TEST 0 K
RIMEREIREE R0vEs 7 LSRN RMEETAMENE - AR RS EEES
BKiGr  WTEFEEAEBSREEEK  IOFIHEEE - SHESLLEREDE
FEHEHE > HEASZEREREREE(LAMEE - L FHEKEERE HHR S SN
WP g - hIGEiZ Rt 52 E NI EBREE - BT A mEW SR EY - 1
HENEHEFERZBITHRMGHAEET BEBNS > LTHEHXESTREESEYH
thE R B Y > —HEAL T BERE  AEGMEF IR LEER > &5
HH T R RO HRAE o AT R R R R B - A TR 8 R Y T DA BRI [
EHERE » RARS L THEKEFEROBE AP - BBEE LB RE - FEAR
PR EFE ARG R EAN S > TR TR0 SR B R AT FE A K B E Bh s

AT 0 B N TR S R Al e 2 BT - A ol A T S B K B S R R R o
{50 45 5 ot R B2 45 il B 0 i S AL B U R R S 2% GBI o AR S A E sl DA 28 B2 I BUA R IR
HUOR AR BCE B Bk RS E DT AR RN 22 IRIE Nt R B EA R
AR R WEFRMAE T oM - SEGEGHHANENHMEEBEERE - Hai&EEd
ST ANBCHBERELRITARAERELERGE - PrRb BB X - EFBIATHT S
BRRER R EBE AT E R R EN A ¥ BB (Sampaio etal., 2024) - IR 2 H 2
EHEST IR EEENEAEAHERENHENE ] HEHNEFNS - B2
A EB T TR E > MRS ECE TS W AR R ZER - A
W A A RN N T2 Z (explainable Al, XAl) Ay J77% » 41 : SHAP (Shapley Additive
Explainations) 775K iR s I U Ay FOMAE 3 - e I e N B E BTN =E T - B
B PR R E B E R T4 R o SHAP T H nl B By 2 F- U R T g B A i FRORISE A% > 40 ¢ il 3%
B LB EENMERE - SHAP (I —(E8REF—EHEE ORI ZEBRE
R ENEEY AL RS~ BEMLK - & SHAP SEE BT A 5 B35 5 P ol 2 R
B RAARERE > GIAIEH RIFHE - HEE - bR EBE VRS HIEERT
BTy - BEME AN IR ETHEANERHE -

ARBFELL WTA 2024 ABALLBEE RIS - BB 2 ) AR 1L 2 8RB o BiE
B LL SHAP EHBE S BRE - AWFRRHT —EJERN LT BEEKEER T
AN LR SRR Sy oy BT 0% 2 P 26 R A 28 B2 T s SR04 o0 il EL e R ) 93 7 B 2B e 1
FiE M SHAP T 5% U £ BF § DX 35 S 1% R 7 o 7 ey B 35 B[O AR P W v » Ty 4R L 238 -
R REAL - FE TS HEMEN S FEH - WA KL FEH T & G RES - RO E
FlSEEFECE T HEG BRENSETE -
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— ~ BRI

AKEF5E R H Jeff Sackmann ELFHJ WTA Match Results A& RIE » &8 ks
2024 L TRELE TR - BELTEFEARNDR - REFRT - BE 35 - [LEIFR
BLEE B - AE RN ELBEEEFETN > FEEaARES L FLLENES
B - AR B E R SRR g E R > MR EERAEE - ORI
GERTE -
—EBERIEE

Rt R LELSHILEPIREELBEINWHERNE » 2% 7 LARILRNET
R IR AERR D AR EE - WEBRE O - BO2BEZd 4 @HEE - 6
FEELFROG T TR A S B KB - MR B B R B A BB - IEENE g B LR
LB A BRI o T N AR 55 TR B R T S A s S RN I AY R T - % R 9 R i T
RYAIFT RS INEFE L - YRR EHEREEFRS IS ENERY - 318
b EHstH S BT E AR A 48 B B L RO S R R 0 R HEEEREETE
HHAREBEEEHRIBEER - &% > HTAHBESEEEELEGEB7E - Bk
EorITE - R BERUIE - BATALEE D K B tE B R %% -
= BEfpiEE

TR R 2 H R R AT > BB E RS R E R AEAL o Ky i o 52 BT R TE O
BR  RHE R FERGURIR S LB AR GEEmE R T ERRE IS HESE
B — 2 AWFSEEE A Z Score METTEEAE(L - AFUIF (Moore et al., 2017):

M X REHEEE u HZBER R o SEREEEH - BZBAX - 7TV RE
FEIR G AR > ATARIRTITHAEENRE - RREERE - O iRz EA]
i pa B o R DI B EROR E B SR RE ML E R RS RR 0 Ll 80% B 20% EEBIT]
77 Ryl eR S BB B - ORI BRI AP ARG R A AARE -

O e EEHEREEREFEA

ABFE O A Ry VU R i s B2 B R B R LA 0 W AR MR - XGBoost -
LightGBM #il TabNet (Arik & Pfister, 2021; Breiman, 2001; Chen & Guestrin, 2016; Ke et
al., 2017) - EVUFEM G2 B HEAZES R E A H S EEBWERE > £1E XA ESH
Feor AR BIE ROR o Ho o BERAR AR ER A 2 BROE SRR ACHETT o0 8 - W R (R B 1y B
© (overfitting) f2/& ° [l XGBoost %1 LightGBM J EJFEERER - ST HRF I - [F
Fi 7 i B s 4R R Y R &5 7 o TabNet JUREPSAYIRE 2 EEE L > @HE AN EEJER
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PRI RAEHL ERHE - AR ERIELL 80% Bl 20% HYEE B3 & R U) 70 A 5/l 41 62 L H]
A WL BINERRE PS5 - ok > NEREREEWIERFETHGE
LA R oy Ay o

A5 (5 FH B AR 25 B2 7 LR R SR H A 07 A oy RERBH A0 T -
1. fEt% & & (Random Forest)

[ 1 AR PR ER 22 R A R S det FH DL ZEE
AU overfitting #2 A RN © 70 FH
R PR B 20 T

ToTAH > AETHYEE A AL B B B MR BT 5 o (A

RERG LI A RB T (voting) &HRIAE > 1

y = mode{h,(x), h,(x), ..., hp(x)}

He h(x) BS ¢ BURRBIASER - T BIARBVEE - IWHAESEHERMH
I HE E B AR YRR -

2. flg A6 B FE 71 (eXtreme Gradient Boosting, XGBoost)
XGBoost & —7E I B HE T 5 B AV B B8 B2 3 05 0% - AR D7 AORFF & L ey R 0 I
& TE A H Y TEOHIER 722 - 5B AT A BA e BGERBH A0 T

K
5= filx
k=1

Hif fio Bsh k B - B S R s B IR MBI - SR

L= 10090+ ) 00
i k

1
Q(fi) = ¥T + 5 Alwll?
b 1 BRSO BIEANLIE - wh BB HEE - B4k > XCBoost B
2 (L 0 B SO R L

3. IR E L E %28 (Light Gradient Boosting Machine, LightGBM)
LightGBM F1 XGBoost fH{Ll > #l 2 FEEREFFERI - H LightGBM {f | leaf-wise HY
B U704 0 A DUA ST B 1 A A R ) B AR o IR AU R s BRI

K
5= fi(x)
k=1
LightGBM 7 BUBHERIUE (GOSS) 81 EFB A I - I A JEAH SR
SCRR B R BRI T ¢

. Gt Gi (G + Gg)?
Gain = = + - -
2\H,+A Hgp+A H +Hp+2A
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G Ml H BHE AR -TGH [EERNRERE  SHRSEEEEREERE
o BE i R 1 R Y SR -

4. BAEEREE A AL (TabNet)

TabNet ZEHTHEZE Google F A A g B R AR BRI HY 2R [E £ R E0A - [ F ot
RUEE TP (sequential attention) {57 &R Ry o3 C - SR A B2 8 W BUEZ BIER
HIEMEAH AR RR - hREEFHE AEFREREER - pIERNEZES
PR G o AR AYAE B b R B AR

z; = ReLU(W;x)
a; = Sparsemax(P;z;)

Xep1 = XOay

Hi oz BHRERENVELER o REENZHEE > xp BT D8 ARY
5> O fFRITERMEMEM - TabNet HYE R AT DUR R 2R B AL [ 25 BT E R EHY
il JRH G E AN ESBIR AT R AT -

5. HRARIEYf5 B BR T

Fo 1 aHAG o B B RUR > R FE R T NHE Y (Weighted Average) J57A%K
M B AH RS IERE - % T AR B EEBE AR R B E KT EEMEZR (Accuracy) ~ FFHE
# (Precision) ~ 71 [0[ (Recall) jz F1 53% (F1 Score) HYANME-VIME - DL fEE L
A EEGTEC PSS BF (5 S5 RV 2 8 - S LTS IEAR 2 @ /R A (Confusion Matrix) &t
B - HET =0 BaustfaERE T o JRF AR G S R s R - R
WA Ry TR IR > L R A (8 25051 A e AR B A BTN - R RE B A Ot 17 B R A T AR R
TR T SN E9E > IR LU T FEME - EFBME (True Positives, TP) * 5 15U 11 i 50 & 1
FARIEE AR - RF51E (False Positives, FP) © {5 5§ 35 155 £ 88 51 7HUR Ry 1 S8R OB AS
- HF2M (True Negatives, TN) @ 5 B TF e 7H I F & BRI AV B AR 8 - R[& 1% (False
Negatives, FN) © 5 %Y 55 55 7 12 080 51 FEOH 5 SR AT AR AR B -

Predicted Positive Predicted Negative
Actual Positive TP FP
Actual Negative FN TN

2~ GRS
— LTFBELLEER 2
AUTFEIRA 2024 £ WTA LLBEZSERILBEER - (RIE BT 9 A Boks B T B 71l 1= B
TEMRBE T - HETERIEE 2% - $EHER 2380 SHREMEEER - & B B H K
BHEMEEMHEAE  Ee AR EET AR T BREK - AU 7 & R B i il &
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8 WIRELEIGRE - AEEH SR~ T B BB R R B ERE > HHEER
DMiEFERE - Heh o s BIIERML SRR S P E - AR BT 2By §
i B fE R BRI oy SR U B RE - L EH EF R 0 iRl Bk AR E » i EEFR R ) 43 B
B ] RE R A b EE Y s R EUR R A7 > AR BRI P BUE BB BUTE >
G SR ATRE AN P Fy o 1T o iz B e O B S BUURK 0 R (S AR WIT S v R T BAARER T B AN B
e o B B R S0 SRS TR A BT ok B sl P P R E IR X FE (Sampaio et al., 2024) - Y
BT FE PR FH AL BE R BE D o B Z U0 - AEARYT S > M EE LA RS2 HE
EAEBR I oy Y RIR - A LU i 80 Ry D) IR B PRORHE — 20 i 1T 2% B U EURS 2 BURE
ST o (B REEG R AL 2 R — By oy BB B o ORIGR G — 2 BRET A R U Y B AR B R
RIRHRAI & -
= BEESBEREER

ARUHFE (LA BB A& PR ~ XGBoost ~ LightGBM 8 TabNet S5 R of 4 17 5l of 81 ) iy
s Sy BIELERAE R ) oy A R A= B - 1 i~ Random Forest ~ XGBoost ~ LightGBM
Bl TabNet DU AL LLFRBR J) 70 AL B BEBG SRR - B SE 45 SRR » XGBoost B
Higm s EEMEME (8 0.98) LightGBM .~ - ifif Random Forest B TabNet {Y%fE
PEEK - BEGIS » B TR A AT JE 15 52 T BB Ry /7 JH AE

B
i

Model Accuracy Comparison

1.0

0.8 1

0.6

Accuracy

0.4 A

0.2 4

0.0 -

RandomForest XGBoost LightGBM TabNet

| URERESE TR 5B REER

Ry — 0 b S TR N [E REAT FE A BV R B > AWE (A Precision » Recall B F1-
score FEFHAE 6 DLES 2 B U7 = 2 B 0 B RRE - 2 DL E 2 YA AT
Accuracy- Precision~Recall Bl Fl-score PUIEZE(EF5HE FHYELEE L3 - 45 B B » XGBoost
Bl LightGBM L &HEE LB ERBE A IR EN A - BURH D HRGER K1Y
ffr ; Random Forest FRIMIZERAL Y AR E M - M TabNet fEXEIE FOVEERIMHE A
R -
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2026 & - 5_+FHAHR - 151-164 B ORI A\ T S SR
Model Performance Radar Chart
Precision —8— RandomForest
—a— XGBoost
—eo— LightGBM

—o— TabNet

Fl-score

B 2 &R SR FS

I Bl 2 $5RBUR © XGBoost HYRUR & LF - AWTFTH#E— 0K XGBoost HYEER
HEFTIRAEERE AT o [ 3 K XGBoost BARIEMGIE R EAYRAEMEGER - FERHHE
e o mEE DR E A 229 SRR o & 4 55K [REB IR EAA 238 IR Y
B SAESEHRHA - BE4 TR SBIEEBE IR SEWRIEESE > ZBEAT
MY AEIE  EH/VEER D BEN - LA RBR XGBoost A 8 £ B G EMEAR LRI
Bir > BEESBSER D TRASERENE -

Confusion Matrix - XGBoost

200

150

True

- 100

- 50

Predicted

3 XGBoost 1571 7 J8 % JH e

= > XGBoost FHHI4ER 2 SHAP EHEZERH o

1 ZE 3 &RFEN - XGBoost RyRBUGFER 7 HHEL - Nt M-S
SHAP 73757t 2 b E R JI AU BA #F7 4 (Lundberg & Lee, 2017) © & #5 SHAP summary
R U EREE S EHN T E N EZHREERERE BWUERE T #EH
(total_games) iy A RAVEY - ELLERWENR - SCNETAIIEELE 7> Bis - SHAP {H
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iR IER - RSB EE BB R G HE A A& R LR S eER L s
H—H ERE - BREE  ReE - £EE,2022) AEERBBESARETEFENLR
Haf > ERIEMEEENEETHNSEBEaR G NLEE  HELSEERD
(Kovalchik, 2016; O’Donoghue, 2002) - [fj k65 55 B 20 # (w_bpFaced ~ 1_bpFaced) I /21
AT RESE A B B4k 38 (Cowden et al., 2016; Sampaio et al., 2024) > SHAP {H Sy {fHEEE » B
BT AL BB AR R G T B 0 3 B A PR R > SHAP (E 13 (5 1E 17 B A% - Bt S BOH R i Y
TR = 75 R D SR B o WSS BREI LB S SRS o 1R 1R W R B T A DL b i I Y
=B SIE5 - SHAP &5 i — L EI B HRH S FEE - [LZERFR (minutes) BLEFHAES
FEATARM > SHAP &SREUR REFMLEM A RE L WILER &80T 20 5 F R A

fif » RILERIREENAEE e ERIER > HERHEENFGILEEEEN  the
R REFREILBEHRZNEERE - R TATEATA TEEES > B ERmRE  —%
BRAGy R B (w_lstWon) sHAM RS A HH EH —ERENEZE - (HEE SHAP i
ToOoMBNES  BRESER - BREMS > AHRATEBIVEIE  H o Rk
[LEMMBSEE N EEERSEY S - BERATHANKEZEE % EARRREE
HHIE AR E B YR AR o T BR g T I R A TE A B 43 AT b R BR D Y RT AT I

High

=

total_games eIl AL v o+ A ACDNPICE - e sl fierci e - e *-'m“ .
w_bpFaced " w*wt
|_bpFaced prn o e d SN RN BRSSO dpr e e

minutes

w_bpSaved

|_svpt

w_2ndWon
W_svpt
|_1stWon

w_1stWon

Feature value

I_1stin
w_1stin
winner_rank
|_bpSaved
winner_age
tourney_date
winner_seed

| SvGms

*ft****¢+1t#tf*f$

w_df

-1.5 =5.0 -2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 L3
SHAP value (impact on model output)

4 XGBoost tE# Y SHAP S EZEMSME

A5 Fo e — D LR = B 0 LR R STy 7 A - (B &Et A BB LR A i > A
T DIGERER > SBIHEAERFE (21.39+7.62) ~ tEFERfE (119.25+31.38) ~ LU
e i P P 5 B 5 TR T B R B R B R R - B S MR TIAE (p <.001) - B m BRI EE R

im R Y I ] B S Y B L I o HARE SR A B S BTG 1B BT 0 BB
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HHEHINRZREE HE TGS - LA R DIRE B - D38 B MH B 15 AR B EE 20 R 1R
REEEAbMREE - WEEKEEE SR DEEEFHE -2 -

% |
SR EEE L FREMREE 2 gt b
" & B 7 40 e BE ) 20
2H (Mean + SD) (Mean + SD) pIE
7 2
1 < e B 21.39 + 7.62 10.05 + 8.01 <0.001
(total games)
3z D% =
2 My 77 BRZ 3% s T e = 2 8.77 + 4.17 4.41 +3.44 <0.001
(w_bpFaced)
fa] & 7 B
3 P77 3% T a2 2 11.56 + 3.84 8.09 + 3.02 <0.001
(1_bpFaced)
=y
4 LR 119.25+31.38  92.02 + 33.64 <0.001
(minutes)
% i L 0 R K
5 I 77 B 35 R B KR 5.40 + 3.24 2.84 +2.53 <0.001
(w_bpSaved)
& WE M R )
6 73 s 35 s e R K 6.08 = 3.30 3.75 +2.51 <0.001

(I bpSaved)

= R

AR A NBE WTA LEEEE > ERHRSEE AR LT B @KL E T
FEIFG B - S5 RBUR > SR BRI I IR E IR fE R (Cowden et al., 2016;
O’Donoghue, 2002) - i 5 =] #¢ 13 25 52 E 15 RU G By = B ST EE2E - SHAP SpAfr &5 SR
WEE - BEREE - WS RB L R BRI REFE R AR - (LRI EE
RYMERE TR DR ORAVEAT - LT EREARE > BT ERNBE AR > W&
HR s Rt e R S R W o AR ZUIHAE SR - TERBHEREEE P E G L
=B E R AV B B S 2 R B A W T E R DL SHAP Al il 14 14 i
[5 ## 7 (20 (Lundberg & Lee, 2017) « 5 » 48 f5 BRI B 3 Rp ] ) S R 5 ] EE 2 Y AL SR 2
£ ELEERBOE MRS TEFEOMT - AIEET » WEAZEI HEEER &
DR ILE  O5 BE Y A R T B T IR 15 o B S5 TR B 0 1 s 7 B 5 T e B L Y O R % R
BB AT PR A AT Z S B X B HAVENELLE RS E T E S
03 e Y I 5 > S M EREL FRRE S BE T 5 5 - FE U S8 Rh I BRI o % T 1A B B 03 SR EE 2R
DGR SR EEHEL  ARIEEGZHERE > ERNEET OEED - B3
SR £ J0 TR S L P T B 5 R 6 e R B L N U R TR Y R T B o B % R T R B EE
MR Rt RN EE T E T ESBEETESE WA REREEESEFETER > WK
BB ST > JUBIETR - & ERTHEL - AU R R S8 ~ CEFRHF R - Bl 3% R B I B L %
B R B FRARIEIE R EE RSB AR E RS GER - IR B 5 AR H
ERES > REF R AEENERAFEEEAEERDE  EANEER2EHE -

i@ mAKE  LEEREAS » RRETHFEETE XA S0y MEK([E % 5 E fE L
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Tz > BfimEiiilsEEEETEERERE BLRTEIHEILRK > EFRA
AE F SR BEBRORNS > PIASETT AR FGE 1 ~ IER MR By [ - B8 8 B 22 7% Rh 2R B 8 | 2K T
o) o BB Rlo % - FHEGBEER BT M2 328 > R IR Bk R 5 A
BROWEERE > TS EERGER - W R B E R R R > B3 R
i 1 Ry = BRI BT - 88 T M A SR LT o BRZA ORFF RO AR E 1 o RS2 A K HY O B S A
GLLRE D KA R SRR - (URETTERME Y FEEBSET] > BRI LR
7T

AW7E 2 SHAP i BURZ B EAHBIE R E ARG R4 R HE AL
FHE Ry = B ST |DE » IHL 45 % B A B0 T B2 o R 50 R 9 000 B B T Y B A — 2K - ELEEE
MERETES - HAMBINEZERE > REHNVEESEEERESETEI#I > &+
FHE M E L ou bR R B - BB T - BEEEE) 0 2R OHE IR - [EE L E R
M o BETEGRE NI > O BE S OE R BIAG U 3 A A0 (5 N EE o SHAP T EHEHIE
2 UL EFEAS KBTI R -
BT T 48 R T I SR G ER AT )l SR B SRS B AR 2 B EH - B TR iR s B
TE G EET IR > PIAIsE I S R B - REF TSR R R BN E R - DR b
FHESE MLHEZEE - Al ARG ERS > BriE AR AR EE BB RWAET
OHEGIRRE ~ AHIFFREIGINA R - NI BB DN E S B EEER - RAEV
AEEFRGEUEE R CE N E - et S R R T AR o AN 0 K
HEESITE - BFEE  GEWAZHEEFTUAFERFEEER - #& DRI
2 (S EE RS -

iy
@\*”3

2% 3R
RARE - PSS - IRIGE - TR (2022) « LM B L R RE /L MR EE) 2 TRET -
BIFFZE > 31(1) > 35-45 - https://doi.org/10.6167/JSR.202206_31(1).0004.
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Abstract

Purpose: In this study we discussed stress performance in women's professional tennis
matches. A machine learning model was developed to classify stress, aiming to understand
stress characteristics during professional matches. Methods: The data source for this study
was WTA 2024 match records, including statistics on female professional players' technical
statistics, break points, time and tennis set results. We categorized stress into high stress and
stress based on total games played, break-point opportunities faced, and match duration.
Machine learning algorithms such as Random Forest, XGBoost, LightGBM, and TabNet were
used for stress classification. SHAP (Shapley Additive Explainations) was used to interpret
the importance of stress classification in various factors. Result: XGBoost achieved the best
classification performance, with an accuracy of 98%. The results of SHAP displayed that total
games, break points, SHAP identified key variables such as the total number of games, the
number of break points faced, and the match duration as crucial factors contributing to match
stress. SHAP analysis indicated that total number of games, break points, break-point
opportunities faced, and match duration were the most critical indicators of match pressure.
When a match exhibits high tension and frequent momentum shifts, the machine learning
model classified the match as high-pressure. Conclusion: The pressure-related features
identified in this study might serve as valuable reference information for professional match
analysis and training applications. Future work incorporating additional match-related
contextual variables, such as score progression, critical point data, or player-specific
comparative information, may further improve the understanding of pressure sources during

competition.

Keywords:Women's professional tennis, Stress classification, Machine learning algorithm,

Stress characteristics
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